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present writer to the effect that the United States cannot be in-
vaded, will be tempted to throw out the universal-training idea as
unnecessary foolishness. However, since a certain amount of over-
insurance against the risks of invasion or other military disaster is
justified if one can afford it, let us consider what urgently desirable
military tasks might be furthered by universal compulsion. In
short, where could the United States effectively use the mass army
which universal training would give us?

Provided that naval control, transport shipping, and points of
debarkation existed, it would enable us to put a mass army into
western Europe more quickly than we could do so without it.
And that is all

Now let us examine the number of cases to which it would not
apply. Except for civil wars, which may God forbid as the worst of
calamities, future armed conflicts in which United States armed
forces would be engaged would be one out of three sorts. Either
those forces would be commanded by some world government, per-
haps called an "international security association," or by ourselves in
a coalition war fought by us in combination with powerful allies, or
by ourselves without powerful allies.

We need not here debate how much chance there is of an inter-
national organization with armed forces of its own or with the real
power necessary to order national forces about. Suffice it here that
for no sensible purpose of such an organization could a United
States mass army be an appropriate instrument. The whole point of
a security association would be that it could head off armed conflict
on a vast scale by using force on a smaller scale whenever "aggres-
sion" might be threatened. In turn, the whole point of a mass army
is that its many -millions of trained men go back to civil life as
reservists and are mobilized when needed. You get numbers with a
certain amount of training, but you have to take so many men from
civil life that a general mobilization is a social and therefore a polit-
ical crisis in itself. Of course, if everyone was agreed on what might
constitute a threat of aggression, then each crisis would be met Ex-
perience of the real world shows that the chances of such an agree-
ment are small. Had we possessed a mass army in '14 or '39 it would
not have been at the disposal of those who afterward became our
allies. Today's internationalists tell us that their object is to prevent
the existence of a world full .of mass armies ready to spring at each